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Nationalist Comment 


WHAT 


WE 
THINK 


on the month’s news. 


Yet another round 
to the terrorists | 


If ever the intentions of the present Tory 
Government concerning Northern Ireland 
were in doubt, they ought to have become 
clear last month, when Mr. Major chose the 
occasion of his speech to the Lord Mayor’s 
Banquet to announce that the door was open 
to Sinn Fein participating in talks on the 
future of the province. | 

At the same time as the Prime Minister 
was making this declaration, Sinn Fein 
leader Gerry Adams was claiming that 
government officials had in fact already been 
engaging in informal talks with his party. 
Downing Street was quick to deny any such 
discussions, since to admit to them would 
have been to contradict the Government’s 
insistence that no talks could begin until 
after the IRA had called off and renounced 
its war of terror. | 

Such government assertions, however, 
should not carry any weight, whatever the 
truth of them: The whole violence issue has 
become nothing but a large red herring, 


EITHER WAY, HE WINS 
Sinn Fein leader Gerry Adams, seen here 
carrying the coffin of an IRA killer who 


blew himself up, now has the British Gov- 


ernment eating out of his hand. His IRA 

pals may suspend the terror or continue 

it; the sell-out of Northern Ireland is still 
the almost certain result. 


introduced to obscure what is. the crucial 
question concerning Northern Ireland: 
whether it remains British or not. Permitting 
Sinn Fein to engage in talks concerning the 
province’s future is really no different in 
essence from permitting other republican 
elements, such as the Eire Government and 
the SDLP, to engage in them — as has been 
happening for years. The principle involved 


is the same: the concession has been made — 


that the demand by Irish Republicans to 
incorporate Northern Ireland into a United 
Ireland is on the agenda. For if it were not, 
what on earth would be the point in such 
republican. elements being present in any 
talks? 

In all the verbiage that has been expended 
on the Northern Ireland troubles, the chief 
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fact concerning IRA terror seems to have 
been forgotten: that its purpose is the detach- 
ment of the province from the United 
Kingdom and its annexation by the Republic.. 
To- the IRA, what serves that purpose is to 
be welcomed as a victory. Even to these 
terrorists, terrorism is not an end in itself; it 
is an instrument of policy, and as long as 
that policy — a United Ireland, separated 
from Britain — is on the way to being 
achieved, terror is an expendable strategy, to 
be continued or discontined according to its 
usefulness. 

Half-witted British politicians and media 
commentators have for years been dis- 
missing the IRA murder campaign as 
‘mindless’, but mindless it certainly is not. 
Its purpose all along has been to create a 
mood of desperation in British circles 
whereby any concession will be made to 
obtain peace. From the IRA’s point of view 
this has succeeded admirably: peace has 
become the chief aim of British policy, not 
— as it should be — the retention of British 
sovereignty over Northern Ireland. But the 
irony is that the concessions have not only 
run counter to this policy, they have failed 
even to bring peace. With every new gesture 
by British Government that indicates a loss 
of will to maintain British sovereignty, the 
IRA has won a victory and thus been 
encouraged that its campaign of terror is 
working. And as long as terror is being seen 
to work, it will continue unabated. 

In making the cessation of terrorism the 
condition of participation in talks, just what 


‘is the Government saying to those who 


represent the SinnFein/IRA axis? In effect, 
what it is saying can be likened to the 
protestation of a mugger’s victim as the 
mugger, having ambushed him and held him 
in a vice-like ep, is holding a knife close 
to his throat. ‘‘If you will withdraw the 
knife and release me from your grip,” the 
victim says, ‘‘I will discuss with you 
whether you may take my belongings.” In 
any honest man’s language this is surrender. 
But somehow, in the mind of Mr. Major, it 
is to be equated with wisdom and states- 


- manship. He is desperately anxious to go 
- down in history as the man who paved the 
_ Way to peace in Northern Ireland. Well, 


anyone can achieve peace if he grants the 
aggressor just what he wants — whether it 
be all in one package or on the instalment 
plan. 

What will be the Sinn Fein/IRA response 
to this latest weak-kneed gesture? One logic 
would argue that the clever thing for the 
terrorists to do would be to order a cease- 
fire, with the threat always implicit that the 
murder campaign would be resumed the 
moment the Government showed signs of 
deviating from its surrender policy. New 
talks would begin on Northern Ireland with 
Sinn Fein now sitting down at the negot- 
iating table along with the other republican 
factions. The pressure on the British 
Government to continue making concessions 
towards a United Ireland would be just that 
bit greater than in the past — with not the 


O T E Se 


least part of this pressure coming from a 
brainwashed ‘public opinion’ in Britain 
itself. With a lull in the killing, this public 
opinion would labour under the illusion that 
‘good sense’ was prevailing, and it would 
urge the Government to continue along the 
lines of that policy. ‘Peace’, which always 
has a more pleasing sound than ‘capit- 
ulation’, would be seen as worth any 
sacrifice to obtain. | 

But none of this means that the IRA will 
necessarily respond to the Prime Minister by 
suspending the terror. That terror has so far 
won it such welcome dividends that many of 
the organisation’s officers will argue for it to 
continue unabated. After all, what is the 
situation now? The situation now is that the 
IRA has the British Government by the 
private parts (if our readers will forgive such 
crudity). Why let go when one’s adversary 
is yelping in pain and desperation and all the 
tactical advantage and initiative are on one’s 
side? Why not hold on and get yet more 
concessions? Mr. Major has already 
conceded that Sinn Fein may yet be allowed 
to come to the negotiating table. What 
concession is still open to him to make? It is 
difficult to think of any, other than a 
promise of a United Irish Republic. The 
Premier is not likely to make such a promise 
in the very immediate future. But give 
another year or two and a further orgy of 
killings both in Northern Ireland and on the 
mainland and who knows what John might 
be prepared to offer the killers? He is, after 
all, a man of peace, and in the brutal world 
of power-politics men of peace can event- 
ually be persuaded to give just about 
anything away if you threaten them viciously 
enough and for long enough. 

So these are Sinn Fein’s and the IRA’s 
options. Not being able to get entirely into 
their minds, we cannot predict exactly which 
option they will chose. But what we can say 
is that they are powerfully placed by being 
in possession of both. Constant appeasement 
by one British Government after another 
over the past quarter-century has brought 
them to this position of enviable strength. 
They are calling all the shots, while West- 
minster stands paralysed. They must be 
laughing their heads off as they contemplate 
their good fortune in having such a yellow- 
bellied crowd of wimps to deal with in the 
persons of John Major and his apology for a 
Government. 


Occupation under 
another name 


The United States Government, according 
to press reports last month, is threatening to 
withdraw American forces from Europe if 
present trade negotiations between the US 
and European nations do not take a better 
turn. This has thrown our own Government 
into something of a panic, as British polit- 
icians of the post-1945 breed simply have 
not seemed able to contemplate national 


survival for this country except under the 


protective umbrella of American military 
power — preferably as near to hand as 


possible. 

Up to the fall of the Berlin Wall, America 
kept 329,000 troops in Europe. The pretext 
for this presence was the danger of a Soviet 
invasion westwards which became progress- 
ively less credible as the years wore on. In 
numerous articles in these pages we have 
examined the military, economic and polit- 
ical nonsense of this theory of a Russian 


Drang nach Westen, and it would be point- 


less wasting space here with repetition. The 
crucial fact now is that any credibility the 
theory may have had before 1989 has been 
wholly demolished since, with the uniting of 
the two Germanies, the progressive with- 
drawal of Russian forces from Eastern 
Europe and the eventual collapse of the 
Soviet Union itself, along with the Russians’ 
renunciation of communism. 


Following 1989, US forces in Europe. 


were reduced under the Bush Government to 
150,000 and are scheduled by President 
Clinton to be cut to 100,000, but no further. 
Logic suggests that this 100,000 is 100,000 
more than are needed. 

Yet, according to the Daily Mail 
(November 10th) the US military presence in 
Europe is something which ‘‘Britain says 
must be maintained to guarantee European 
security in the uncertain post-Cold War 
world.”’ 

To which we must reply: security against 
what? Against a Russian threat that no 
longer exists — if indeed it ever existed? 
And in what lies the nature of the ‘uncert- 
ainty’? Indeed, there are uncertainties of 
small dimensions everywhere where the 
former communist régimes existed: the 
uncertainties of the future existence of the 


lands formerly comprising Yugoslavia and 
the Soviet Union itself. But these uncert- 


ainties, while making for local instability in 
a number of regions of these one-time states, 
cannot in all sanity point to the possibility of 
a world war that would threaten the western 
nations. Even the supposition that Russia, in 
an attempt to re-establish her hegemony over 
the old Soviet Empire, might annex some 
bordering states does nothing to indicate any 
threat to ourselves. Just what sense would 
there be in the Russians dissipating military 
force in western adventures which is needed 


to carry out an eastern policy? 


All of these truths point to the fact that 
there is today not the slightest justification 
for a single American serviceman remaining 
on European soil. So why are the Americans 
here at all? And why is the British Govern- 
ment so anxious that they remain here? 

We can only surmise that the true purpose 
of a continued US military presence on our 
continent is the same as it was for the 
original, much larger, presence that dated 
from the end World War II. American 
forces are not here to protect Europe from 
any external military threat, nor have they 
ever been. They are here to police and 
occupy Europe in the service of the ‘New 
World Order’, which has constituted the 
secret high policy of all western govern- 
ments over the past half-century. Now the 
great problem for those who represent this 
‘World Order’ is that pressures within the 
United States are operating to bring about a 
continual reduction in the quota of US forces 
committed to Europe — to the point at 
which, eventually, they will be insufficient. 
to enforce ‘American’ policy (for which read 
New World Order-policy) upon the Euro- 
Dean nations. | 

Far from regarding this as a cause for 
alarm and fear, we in Britain should 
welcome it as a step nearer to the achieve- 
ment of real national freedom — ours and 
our neighbours’. 


A strange kettle of fish! 


According to the local Brighton paper, the 
Evening Argus, the Jewish section of the 
cemetery in nearby Hove was visited by 
vandals on the eve of the Day of Atonement, 
the most holy Jewish day, and graves were 
desecrated and headstones smashed. What | 
made this piece of vandalism different from. 
some others of a similar kind is that one of 
the alleged culprits was caught — a ten-year- 
old boy, who was reported to have been 

Contd. overleaf 


VANDALISATION 
Hove cemetery after the desecrators had 
done their work. If anti-Semites were not 
responsible, who was? 
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later questioned by police. Just who the boy 
was we do not know because he has not 
been named, but we must assume that he 
was no more than the junior accomplice of 
others, not caught. What is of the greatest 
significance about the affair, however, is 
that the Rabbi of Bighton and Hove New 
Synagogue, Jeremy Collick, was subse- 
quently reported as saying that he did not 
believe that the attack on the cemetery was 
the work of anti-Semites. 

Now why did the Rabbi not believe this? 

For want of any other explanation,. we 
would have to presume that it was because 
it was brought to his notice that the boy 
arrested was himself Jewish. And if this be 
so it is logical to presume that his older 
partners in the attack were Jewish also. 
_ There are two other interesting features in 
this case. One is that the act of vandalism in 
question occurred just immediately after the 
British National Party’s famous election 
victory in Tower Hamlets. The other 
concerns the choice of cemetery. Why 
Hove? Why not Golders Green, Stamford 
Hill, Ilford, Leeds or Manchester? 

Could the answer be that Hove happens to 
be the home of John Tyndall, leader of the 
British National Party and editor of this 
_ magazine? 

Curiously, by contrast with the howls and 
screechings in the media that have followed 
other incidents of this kind, nothing more 
has been heard of the case. 

It seems to have been just a little 
inconvenient that the laddie was caught in 
this instance. What a great story it would 
have been if, like the others, he had 
managed to get away! 


Political prisoners 


Now, more than two months after their 

arrests in London’s Brick Lane during a riot 
that their opponents started, British National 
Party National Activities Organiser Richard 
Edmonds and one of his colleagues, Simon 
Biggs, are still in jail having had repeated 
applications for bail opposed by the police 
and rejected by magistrates’ court. 

Last month, two other BNP activists 
arrested at the same time, Stephen O’Shea 
and Paul Steele, did have bail granted, but 
the magistrate presiding told Richard 
Edmonds: ‘‘I am refusing bail in your case 
because you are an organiser.’’ There could 
hardly be a clearer indication that Richard 
Edmonds is being detained in custody specif- 
ically because he is Richard Edmonds — the 
man known by the establishment to be one 
of the principal dynamos around which BNP 
activities nationwide, and particularly in the 
London area, revolve. It seems from the 
words of this magistrate that there is little 
connection between Mr. Edmonds’ continued 
detention and his role, if any, in the disorder 
that took place on the occasion he and the 
others were arrested. 
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The original four were detained and 
charged after being ‘fingered’ by a white 
woman accompanying a black man who had 
been the victim of an attack with a bottle 
during the Brick Lane disorders. This couple 
were part of the left-wing mob that came to 
the area to ‘demonstrate’ against the BNP 
following its election victory in nearby 
Tower Hamlets three days previously. There 
seems no dispute as to the attack on the 
Black in question; what is in dispute is who 
was responsible. A BNP investigating team 
has carried out a thorough enquiry into what 
happened, and we are in no doubt as to the 
facts of the case in as much as they concern 
the men accused. We cannot say anything 
about such facts here as the case is sub- 
judice. We must therefore restrict ourselves 
to comment on the matter of the refusal of 
bail to the two men still in custody. 

By British legal tradition bail is normally 
granted to accused persons pending trial on 
almost all types of custodial offences, even 
including murder. The main grounds for 
withholding it are: that the accused person 
may abscond or otherwise dis-appear; that 
he or she may may be endangered by being 
at liberty; that he or she may, pending trial, 
commit another offence; or that he or she 
may interfere with witnesses in the case 
pending. There is not the slightest reason to 
suppose that either Richard Edmonds or 
Simon Biggs would engage in any of these 
acts while awaiting trial — for if there were, 
at least in the mind of the magistrate 
refusing bail to the two, we might ask: why 
did he then grant bail to the other two 
accused? Would the same apprehensions not 
have applied in their case? Granted that 
Richard Edmonds himself is, in the words of 
this magistrate, ‘‘an organiser,’’ would it not 
be reasonable to suppose that he would show 
a greater sense of responsibility than anyone 
else — and therefore the least likely of all to 
violate bail conditions? 

The two BNP men held are facing charges 
of ‘violent disorder’. Fresh in local (East 
London) memory at the time they were 
charged was a very violent disorder which 
occurred outside a nearby hospital following 
the stabbing of a young Asian Quaddus Ali. 
As the victim lay inside the hospital in a 
coma, large gangs of his fellow Asians 
picked a fight with the police which was 
seen on TV news screens all over Britain. 
As a result of this mayhem many were 
arrested and charged with offences similar to 
those being faced by Messrs. Edmonds and 
Biggs. They were all given bail. 

A little further back in time was the case 
of another violent disorder, this time 
occurring in Kensington and involving 
injuries to a number of nationalists attending 
a meeting. Faced with charges in this 
connection was the Editor of Searchlight 
magazine Gerry Gable. He was given bail. 

The word ‘conspiracy’ can sometimes be 
overplayed in analysis of events on the 
public scene, but we are hard put to find 
another word adequate to describe the case 
under review here. The whole affair contains 


the stink of a conspiracy, hatched in high 
places, whose object is to cause the greatest 
possible immobilisation to the British 
National Party — now that that that party 
has given the first signs that it is a political 
movement with the capability and potential 
to become a real power in this country. The 
arrests in East London of party activists 
whom police knew to be going on a peaceful 
leaflet drive was part of the same pattern. 

_ It is perhaps difficult for Britons, who 
cannot conceive such a thing happening in 
this country as political interference in the 
legal process, to give credence to what we 
are saying here. But if what we claim is 
fantastic — the invention of paranoiacs, we 
ask such people to supply us with alter- 
native explanations for what is happening, 
given the facts that we have supplied. 


Violence: what are the facts? 


While we are on the subject of ‘violent 
disorder’ it is apposite to say something 
about the World in Action programme shown 
on November 15th in which various left- 
wing militants were given the air waves to 
advocate the use of physical force to silence 
the BNP. Appearing mainly in silhoutte form 
to hide their repulsive identities, these 
specimens made remarks that were 
revealing, to say the least. Said one, 
representing ‘Class War’: ‘‘Our supporters 
turn up and make it plain to the fascists (sic) 
that they either go home or they’re going to 


get a bashing.” In another shot, a fellow ` 


presented as belonging to what was known 
as the ‘Away Team’ frankly acknowledged 
his group’s aim of attacking and driving the 
BNP off the streets. A shot was then shown 
of the ‘Class War’ newspaper saying: ‘‘Burn 
down the BNP headquarters.” This 
injunction did not of course differ greatly 
from the promise made by ‘Anti-Nazi’ 
League Organiser Julie Waterson prior to 
the Welling riot on October 16th that she 
and her buddies would ‘‘tear down the BNP 
Bookshop brick by brick...” 

Throughout the programme these warriors 
of the left attempted to justify their tactics 
by claiming that ‘‘Violence must be met 
with violence.” All this rested on the glib 
assumption that everything was gentle and 
peaceful on the political scene until the 
horrible BNP came along and initiated the 
violent behaviour — an assumption that the 
media have been only too keen to foster. But 
this does not square with the facts, which 
are that meetings and other activities of left- 
wing groups are generally allowed to 
proceed peacefully without the BNP making 
any attempt to disrupt them by physical 
attack. The truth of the matter is that what 
the left is engaged in is meeting arguments 
with violence — because our arguments are 
ones to which it has no answer. The myth of 
BNP ‘violence’ that has to be met with 
violence is just that — a myth. 

All this now leads to an interesting 
question: Why are the authorities not taking 
action against these leftist mobsters under 
the Public Order Act of 1936? 


SINNERS TURNED PREACHERS 


When set against their party’s record, says 
JOHN TYNDALL, the Tories’ call for a return to 
‘family values’ is a sick joke 


CERTAIN members of the Tory Govern- 
ent, scratching around desperately for 
some new idea to boost their waning 
popularity, started recently donning the 
clothes of ‘moral’ leaders. Mr. Major, 
anxious to find a phrase that would strike 
chords among the flock at the Conser- 
vative Party conference at Blackpool, 
spoke vapidly of the need for a return to 
‘traditional values’. Later, the Govern- 
ment, albeit not entirely unanimously, 
seemed to be seeking further to enhance 
its image as a cleansing force in moral 
matters, with the Prime Minister talking 
of ‘‘getting back to basics’’ (whatever that 
may mean). The next moment, however, 
Major & Co. appeared to be having 
second thoughts. l 
— Presumably anxious to please their boss, 
two ministers, Social Security Secretary 
Peter Lilley and Chief Treasury Secretary 
Michael Portillo, had gone a step further in 
targeting unmarried mothers who receive 
child support payments — some of these 
indeed deliberately getting themselves 
pregnant with that very purpose in mind. But 
Mr. Major was not too happy aboout this, 
being apprehensive that his Government 
might be seen to be going too far in its 
assumption of moral righteousness. ‘‘Cool it 
on lone mothers’? was a headline in the 
Sunday Telegraph on November 14th, which 
was followed by a report that the Premier 
had:- 
nn... instructed ministers and Whitehall 
advisers to refrain from suggesting that the 
Government is mounting a moral crusade, 
after private warnings from senior Cabinet 
allies including Douglas Hurd, the Foreign 
Secretary, that the wrong message may be 
getting across.” 


The report later went on to say that:- 


nm... Mr. Major has now made clear his 
belief that governments have only a limited 
ability to challenge long-term social trends, 
and cannot: do so overnight. He is also 
concerned that attempts to do so could 
alienate potential Conservative voters.”’ 


No doubt, the Prime Minister’s calcul- 
ations are correct as far as they concern the 
electoral disadvantage in a government 
identifying itself with moral resurgence in a 
society hopelessly sunk in moral decadence. 
But this begs the question of why Mr. Major 
ever made such ‘moral’ noises in the first 
place. In an article elsewhere in the same 
issue of the Sunday Telegraph, the writer, 
David Wastell, described how Mrs. 
Thatcher, when she was Premier, ‘‘balked at 
a serious push on the family because she 


realised the political risk of alienating 


millions of. potential voters.” Had not 
Maggie’s protégé learned something from 
her dilemma? 


THAT ‘CLOCK’ AGAIN! 


Mr. Wastell, in writing about these 
matters, called the Tories’ recent bid for the 
moral high ground ‘The impossible quest’. 
Do they, he said, ‘‘really think they can turn 
the clock back to a golden age of family 


harmony? Or is it just rhetoric with an eye 


to saving on social security benefits?’’ 

It probably is rhetoric with an eye to 
saving on social security benefits, but it 
probably is also rhetoric to appease those 
people (and they are many) in the Tory 
Party and the British public who perceive 
that the social order is disintegrating and 
want to see some sign that government is 
concerned at this and seeks to do something 
about it. In either case, political expediency 
is the sole consideration; for it is doubtful 
that the Tories seriously believe that they 
can stem the tide of moral degeneracy that 
has swept all before it in the last thirty years 
— even supposing that they wanted to do so. 
Like all good party politicians, they have to 
perform the act of looking both ways at once 
and currying favour simultaneously with 
elements of public opinion which are contra- 
dictory and irreconcilable. They must appear 
‘moral’ to the morally concerned, while 
being libertarian to the libertarians. This 
requires considerable rhetorical gymnastics: 
first, a sop is thrown out to one side;, then, 
when it looks as if things might have got a 
little out of balance, there is a counter- 
statement. ‘‘Don’t get the idea we are 
Puritans or Victorians,” is the cry. As for 
what Mr. Wastell describes as ‘‘turning the 
clock back’’ (the label which liberals slap on 
every suggested halt on the lemming road to 
catastrophe), perish the thought that modern 
Tories could ever entertain such an idea! 

What all this signifies is nothing more 
complicated than a government drifting on 
the high seas and being born along on every 
wave that may come its way. Desperately 
anxious to seize upon any life-saver that may 
present itself, Mr. Major is making gestures 
first in one direction and then the other 
without even pausing to think through either 
the feasibility of what he is proposing or the 
manifest inconsistency of his successive 
utterances. 


SINGLE MOTHERS 


Take the case of single mothers as just 
one sample of the problem. Of course, 


mothers are single for a variety of reasons.. 


They may be widowed. They may be the 


| SINGLE MOTHER-TO-BE 
Some Tories want to penalise her for the 
collapse in the family system to which 
their party has been a prime contributer. 


victims of rape. They may be divorced in 
circumstances where the bulk of the blame 
for the marriage break-up lies with the ex- 
husband. In any one of these cases they 
should be supported with whatever benefits 
are needed to maintain mother and child in 
health’ and reasonable comfort, and with no 
argument. On the other hand, if their 
motherhood is the consequence solely of 
promiscuous behaviour — in particular if it 
is the consequence of a deliberate bid for 
child benefit money, there are strong 
arguments for the state being less charitable 
in dealing with their claims. However, the 
gulf between what is sound in moral theory 
and what is enforceable in the real world of 
the 1990s is a wide one. It opens up such 
cardinal questions as to how far we are 
prepared to go to penalise a child for its 
mother’s irresponsibility. It brings govern- 
ment policy — if action is to proceed along 
such lines — into raging conflict with a vast 
network of powerful lobbies which in the 
present climate, and given present govern- 
ment, is likely to lead up alleys to nowhere 


— with all reformist schemes eventually 


shelved once they have served their purpose 

of appeasing Tory opinion. 
This leads us back to Mr. Wastell’s 
description of the ‘impossible quest’. In fact, 
Contd. overleaf 
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SINNERS TURNED PREACHERS. 


(Contd. from prey. page) 


the writer is correct in that assessment — if 
not necessarily for the right reasons. 
‘Forgetting his parrot-like reference to 
‘turning the clock back’, we may concede 
that he is at least being realistic in recog- 
nising that this Tory Government simply 
does not have a hope in hell of translating its 
leader’s platform utterances into practical 
achievement. The powers standing in the 
way of a moral counter-revolution are far 
too strong to be challenged by a government 
of jellyfish personalities operating within a 
framework of political rules which make 
effective action in such a field impossible. 
Three formidable institutions combine forces 
to snuff. out all attempts at reform in the 
desired direction. They are: (1) The Church; 
(2) The Mass Media; and (3) The network 
of interlocking vested interests that may here 
conveniently be grouped together under the 
name of Free-Market Capitalism. Each of 
these institutions in its distinctive way 


represents the corruptive power that comes . 


to the fore in the phase of democracy in its 
decline, and which cannot be controlled 
except by a political counter-power and will 
of which democracy is incapable. The 
corruption calls for Caesarism — at a time 
when Caesarism is not yet acceptable. This 
situation may well change in the course of 
the next few years; but even if it does 
change it will require political institutions 
wholly unlike modern Conservatism, and 
wholly unlike the current Tory leaders, 
to give effect to a true moral renaissance. 
Talk of such a thing by people who are 
much more part of the sickness than ‘part of 
the cure can only invite derision. Education 
Secretary John Patten hit the nail on the 
head when, speaking on On the Record on 
BBC Television on November 14th, he 
said: - 
**Politicians have got to be pretty careful 
in talking about family values and morality 
and all the rest of it, because we are a 
broad church in the House of Commons — 
650 members and, you know, some of my 
colleagues and others get involved in... in 
problems which might make them not, 
perhaps, the best mouthpieces for or 
advertisements for moral values and family 
values.’’ 


A QUESTION OF AUTHORITY 


True enough — except that it amounts to. 


classic British understatement. However, 
while Mr. Patten is perhaps concerned with 
the narrow field involving politicians’ 
conduct of their personal and family lives, 
we should here extend the application of his 
words to cover the much wider field of the 
absence of any true national authority. This 
matter was touched upon in the ‘What We 
Think’ column last month when we 
attempted to define what constitutes. 
‘authority’ in the scheme of nature. Moral 
authority, in the last analysis, we said... 
TT... rests on leadership that is able to 
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command respect — to command respect 

by virtue of manifest superiority, as British 

viceroys, administrators and 

commanders displayed in India in the days 

of the Raj, but also to command respect by 

clear demonstration of success.”’ 

In the same article we went on to simplify 
the concept of authority by reducing it to 
level of EES of a football club. In a 
Be 

.. where the team is winning matches, 
the manager of that club and the team 
captain below him have authority. And 
from the position of this authority they can 
demand discipline, team spirit and 
observance of club ethics that virtually all 
players and members will observe gladly 
and without the need for too much 
compulsion.” 

In our preoccupation with the spiritual 
aspect of moral values which the Church, 
traditionally if not recently, has been at 
pains to emphasise, we may only too easily 
forget that morality, in the most basic terms, 
is a means of making things work, of 
enabling a given society, tribe or nation to 
function effectively. As long as the unit does 
function effectively, a predominant con- 
sensus in favour of the observance of that 
morality can be maintained — for such 
effectiveness is likely also to indicate that 
prevailing leadership, if not in the genius 
category, is at least sound and competent. 
When, on the other hand, virtually every- 
thing ceases to work, the prevailing leader- 
ship (if such it can be called) loses all 
authority, just as do prevailing social ethics. 
Thereby morality collapses. At this point, 
bemoaning its collapse and yearning for its 
resurrection while being content with the 
same impotence and drift that have destroyed 


it in the first place is a futile exercise. When 


speaking of ‘authority’ we have got to 
understand the laws of nature by which it 
establishes and asserts itself, and when 
speaking of ‘moral values’ we must 
understand that such values are not ends in 
themselves but means towards the achieve- 
ment of a better society, a better civilis- 
ation, a better culture, a better people — all 
things that in the modern context are realised 
by the achievement of a well-led nation. 


PRODUCT OF THE TIMES 


So we return to the unmarried mother — 
the one, that is, whose condition was 
reached by personal choice and cannot be 
put down to the unkind provisions of fate. 
We may think her a moral sinner, but what 
really is she? In all probability she is of the 
stock whose members a hundred or so years 
ago lived in comparative moral virtue. What 
has changed the type? The type has changed 
because the society around her, secure and 
strong in those former times, has now 
collapsed. No-one is prepared to lead 
anymore. And the system is anyway incap- 
able of producing anyone who could lead 
even if he were so prepared. The ethics 
amid which the young wench grew up were 
ethics held only in contempt — because all 


order had disintegrated and all ‘authority’ 


was a joke. Was she seriously expected to 
show such independence of mind and 
character as to swim against the tide of her 
times? To suggest this is to misunderstand 
completely the nature of people in the mass. 

Such people conform to the customs and 
practices that are considered normal around 
them — and which, furthermore, are encour- 
aged and promoted by the opinion-formers 
of the times. Should that young wench then 
be penalised, and most importantly should 
her child be penalised, because she has only 
done what it is thought normal to do? In an 
entirely different environment, where 
authority and morality had some standing, 
where there were rules that worked and 
where her betters were there to show her the 
value of those rules, not least where opinion- 
forming institutions functioned to open up to 
her mind a world of nobility and beauty in 
which purpose could be seen in adherence to 


‘moral codes, it might then be appropriate to 


punish her if she trans-gressed. And the 
same could be said of most other social 
misfits claiming benefit support from the 
state. One could go further and say that in 
such a happy environment, incorpor-ating as 
it would the opportunity for all to work who 


wanted work, we could then designate the 


able-bodied non-worker as a scrounger and 
treat him accordingly — another dogma of 


the Tory Right which under a soundly 


conducted economic system might be a valid 
one but which under the present system is 
nonsense. 

It all boils down to this: Tory discontents 
concerning the times in which we live, while 
understandable, are simply not remediable in 
the world which Tories, among others, have. 
created. This renders any ‘moral crusade’, 
whether phony or not, conducted by the 
present government mere hot air. 


IN DIFFERENT TIMES... 


We too, by the way, have not failed to 
address ourselves to the matter under 
discussion here — and before we heard 
anything from the Tories about it. In Fight 
Back!, the British National Party election 
= for 1993, we said:- 


. we must dispense with the idea that 
all seeking social welfare should be 
granted it as an automatic entitlement, 
especially when the circumstances leading 
to the request are of the seekers own 
making and could have been avoided by 
more responsible behaviour. 

“As an instance of this, we might cite the 
case of the ‘single-parent family’, a 
concept that has been created by socio- 
logists to include all categories of family 
in which either a father or mother are 
absent. In cases where this is the result of 
the death of the missing parent, of the 
parent caring for the child being aban- 
doned by the other or of the child being 
conceived as a consequence of rape, it is 
right for such a family to receive social 
welfare benefits and services; on the other 
hand, where such a ‘family’ situation is 
the result solely of licentious behaviour we 
think it pee A wrong that it be put into the 


Contd. on next page 


same social category as the others 

mentioned...” 

That, as a general statement of principle, 
is perfectly valid. Achieving a social order 
in which it can be justly and effectively 
carried out is another matter. Naturally, 


what is. written in the manifesto of any 


political party presupposes general con- 
ditions that are dependent on the realisation 
of other aims stated in the same manifesto — 
all going to make an integral whole of policy 
change for the better. To isolate one aim 


from the others, and to that can be 
realised without the realisation of the others, 
is stupid politics. And stupid politics are 
what characterise the Tory Party today 
through and through. 


THE OUTSIDE INFLUENCES 
IN YELTSIN’S PUTSCH 


PETER WATT examines the powers that worked behind the 
scenes to destroy the Russian Parliament and consolidate 
their grip on the country’s destiny 


The following article first appeared in The 
‘Spotlight, which is obtainable from 300 
Independence Avenue SE, Washington, DC 
20003, U.S.A. 


THE WACO-STYLE HOLOCAUST in 
which hundreds perished as the White 
House in Moscow (the Parliament 
building) was stormed, with many 
defenders of those inside turning their 
rifles on themselves instead of submitting 
‘to capture, is a direct result of the western 
intervention in Russian affairs. 

The October 4th debacle, described by the 
establishment media as an attack against the 
forces of reaction who wanted to restore the 
communist system, actually took the lives of 
a broad and peculiar coalition of hard-line 
communists, nationalists, socialists and 
ordinary people who opposed Russia’s fate 
being dictated by outsiders. 

When their peculiar brand of democracy 
was placed at risk by Russian nationalists, 
western leaders turned a deaf ear to elected 
officials who were driven from the burning 
Parliament building into the waiting arms of 
an army backed by internationalists hoping 
to rule Russia through President Boris 
Yeltsin. 

These leaders are now being kept in cold 
storage in a high-security prison, and the 
decision has yet to be made whether to 
charge them with treason or armed insur- 
rection, both of which carry the death 
penalty. 

‘Although Yeltsin’s army was able to 
capture the White House, he has not been 
able to satisfy the masses who line the 
streets waiting for food and household items. 

With crime rates increasing and more than 
500,000 homeless children roaming the 
streets of Moscow, Yeltsin and his backers 
face an impossible challenge — satisfying 
the desires of the masses in time to avert a 
true populist rebellion driving him out of 
office and his internationalist handlers out of 
Russia. 


LONGING FOR YESTERDAY 


From the ordinary Russians’ perspective, 
the Gorbachev- Yeltsin years have only added 


more grief and suffering to their lives. 

@. Millions of people are unemployed. The 
exact figure is classified, but reliable sources 
put the number close to 18 million. 

@ The national currency is worthless. Shops 
stocking items in popular demand accept 
only US dollars. 

@ Tens of thousands of people regularly 
line the streets of Russian cities in desperate 
bids to sell or buy household items. 

In addition to the consumer woes, crime 
is now rampant in the city. During the last 
three years the murder rate in Moscow has 
increased five times, armed robberies are up 
eight times and auto theft has risen 14 times. 

Adding to the social woes in Moscow is 
the more recognisable double standard 
between the haves and have-nots. The 
former communist system provided luxury 
for a handful of nomenklatura élitists while 
the masses eked out a grey, terrified 


existence. 

Now the police etd their time protecting 
the safety and possessions of the 
communists-turned-democrats. These élitists 
still have their own well-stocked shops and 
hospitals. 


NATIONALIST FERVOUR 


Russian peasants are complaining of the 
influence bankers and others with a vested 


‘interest in ‘one-world’ government have over 


Yeltsin. 

Russians believe Yeltsin has taken to fits 
of drunken rage while international intell- 
igence operatives close to the ruler set their 
aim on taking over what used to be the 
Eastern Bloc, using Yeltsin as a front man. 

Evidence continues to mount in favour of 
conspiracy thinkers. 

For example, many are asking why, with 

mech overleaf 


CHERNOMYRDIN 


GRACHEV 


Briefed by foreign intelligence operatives 
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THE OUTSIDE INFLUENCES 
IN YELTSIN’S PUTSCH 
: (Contd. from prev. page) 


elections just three months away, Yeltsin 
would order élite troops to attack the 
Russian Parliament and dissolve the constit- 
ution. 

Others want to know why western leaders 
stood behind Yeltsin as he ordered the attack 
on Parliament and the constitution. Surely, 
if these leaders valued democracy, they 
would defend a separation of powers 
including checks on the executive branch of 
government. | 

Sadly, however, President Bill Clinton 
and other western bosses turned their backs 
on the Russian people in favour of a cabal of 
international criminals dominated by the 
Rockefeller-controlledTrilateral Commission 
and the Grand Orient secret society of 
Masons. 

Some suspect Yeltsin and his Cabinet have 
sold out to the Grand Orient — a sinister 
secret sect with a long history of genocide, 
assassination and warmongering throughout 
Europe. The cabal is said to determine 
Russian policy. 


HARASSMENT 


Weeks before Yeltsin’s decision to abolish 
the Parliament, the Israeli Mossad and 
western intelligence services advised the 
Russian secret police on how to conduct a 
daily harassment campaign against the 
paliamentarians. Electricity and water to 
their homes were cut off, their cars were 
stolen or sabotaged, and many were myster- 
iously mugged whenever they left their 
homes. 3 

In addition, there was also a continuous 
media campaign to spread lies about the 
parliamentarians. Opposition newspapers 
which did not promote the dogma of the 
New World Order were deprived of news- 


is an example of this. 


leaves £1,393.14 still to be raised. 
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Security Fund: £2,606.86 raised 


Following the tremendous BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets, there is 
evidence that the opponents of the party are planning new cffensives which 
are likely to include violent attacks on party property and on the persons of 
its leading representatives. The attempted destruction of our shop at Welling 


In this new situation the party has decided to give top priority to the 
installation of a number of new security fittings at premises likely to be 
targets of such attacks, first and foremost the BNP Bookshop in Welling. 
Because delay would have been unsafe, these fittings have been installed, 
the money to pay for them coming out of normal party funds. If the party is 
not to run short of cash, this money must quickly be replaced. 

We therefore launched in October a.Security Fund, with a target of: 
£4,000. We appealed to all readers to contribute what they could to this 
fund — and to do so QUICKLY. This appeal was addressed particularly to the 
more affluent supporters of the party who for business or other occupational 
reasons are not able to be in the front line of activity. We do not ask these 
people to put themselves in danger, only to help protect those who are. 

Since the fund was launched, donations have totalled £2,606.86. This 


Contributions should be marked ‘BNP Security Fund and sent to PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Receipts sent only for sums of £10 or over. 


print or raided by police. 

Prime Minister Viktor Chernomyrdin and 
Defence Minister Pavel Grachev were 
directly briefed by Mossad and CIA agents 
on how to destroy the Russian Parliament. 

Most .of the parliamentarians were low- 
level apparatchiks who patiently waited their 
turn to join the more exalted communist 
élites. They were hoping the communist 
system would give them seniority and a 
better life. 

They are unlikely heroes and martyrs, but 
in the eyes of Russians, Yeltsin has forced 
that status on the parliamentarians as it befell 
this unlikely lot of rubber-stamp politicians 
to stand up against the CIA/Mossad-domin- 
ated Yeltsin. 

Since their youth, these apparatchiks took 
a certain pride in how the rest of the world 
perceived the Soviet Union as a super-power 
and a counterweight to the United States. 

Naturally, the parliamentarians felt 
betrayed when the former communist élites 
became the most ruthless of all capitalists 
overnight. It was too much for many of 
them to swallow. 

The nomenklatura élitists used their 
official government positions to acquire 
private property by the city block. 
Thousands of buildings, apartments, depart- 
ment stores, factories and farmlands which 
previously belonged to the public were 
privately turned over to the party bigwigs. 

In the meantime, workers were fired and 
tenants expelled by these former champions 
of the proletariat. 

Suddenly, the liberal establishment in the 
West waved a magic wand and communism 
vanished, and ‘democracy’ was just over the 
horizon. But the only thing that has changed 
in reality is the name. All the torturers, the 
genocide perpetrators, the gulag operators, 
the corrupt political élite — all these 
criminals against humanity were spared a 
Nuremberg-style trial, and not a single one 
has ever been convicted of a single offence. 


Yuletide 
Greetings 


Ge cali 
THIS Yuletide why not senda | 
card with a difference to your 
friends and relatives. 

We have a range of attrac- 
tive designs based on Northern 
European folk mythology. 

These cards are printed in 
full colour, and are A5 in size. 
They come complete with an 
envelope. The designs avail- 
able are:- 


Tho: Wielding Mjolnir Menhir by Moonlight 


Goddess Ostara 


Bdin at the Bridge of Light 


Odin Riding Sleipnir 
Menhir by Moonlight 

Odin at the Bridge of Light 
Thor wielding Mjolnir 


The cards cost £7.50, inc. 
p&p., foraset of twelve. Please 
state when ordering if you want 
all the same design, or a mix of 
designs. 

Available from:- 

Historical Review Press, 

20 Madeira Place, 

Brighton, 

Sussex, BN2 1TN. 

Cheques/PCs etc payableto "HRP" 
please. Free catalogue of full HRP 


books & merchandise available - 
please send SAE. 


FREE LOCAL GOVERNMENT 


FROM NATIONAL POLITICS! 


Town councils, says NOEL A. HUNT, should be concerned 
services, not with ideology | 


with efficient public 


It is notorious that everywhere on earth 
the. wise, intelligent and discriminating... 
always constitute the minority. So that 
majority rule must in any case mean govern- 
ment by the least able and least gifted 
elements in any population. 

Anthony Ludovici 
THE SPECIOUS ORIGINS 
OF LIBERALISM 


ONE only has to glance at the elected 
national goovernments of Britain and 
America to be convinced of the truth of 
Ludovici’s observation quoted above. The 
more one watches the nauseating antics of 
those elected by universal suffrage, the 
more one is in sympathy with H.L. 
Mencken’s definition of democracy as 
“rule by jackals chosen by jackasses.”’ 

Considering what ‘democracy’ — that is 
universal suffrage — has done to the once- 
mighty nations of Britain and America, it is 
indeed strange to find that in Britain the 
local taxpayers allow local government to be 
organised on national political party lines. 

Local and national government have little 
in common. Local government is about the 
cheap and efficient provision of services 
demanded by local taxpayers — and about 
nothing else. To the local taxpayer, the 
political beliefs of his local councillors 
concerning national or international issues 
are of not the slightest importance. What he 
wants from them is the capable running of 
local amenities and services. Let these be 
provided, and the providers may profess at 
national level whatever political idiocies they 
choose. 

It follows, then, that the choice of local 
councillors should have nothing to do with 
political beliefs, social engineering, ‘social 
justice’ or any other of the lunatic ideas 
expounded by politicians at national level. It 
should have everything to do with ability, 
efficiency and integrity, coupled with close 
attention to cost-effectiveness and value for 
money. _ 

Under the present system this ideal is 
unattainable. The reason is that every adult 
apart from the criminally insane is entitled 
as of right to a vote in local government 
elections. That the elector may never have 
worked and does not intend ever to work, 
while yet using his vote to get all from the 
common stock to which he contributes 
nothing, is regarded as unimportant. 

This is not meant to be a portrait of the 
average local government elector. Yet the 
poll tax riots of three years ago showed 
clearly that there is a well organised 
minority of what might be called the 


‘professional poor’ who do very nicely out 
of the existing system and will fight hard to 
perpetuate it. 

There are enough of these people to make 
it very difficult to provide cheap and 
efficient services for the deserving. The 
deserving are, firstly, local taxpayers and, 
secondly, those who need help through no 


fault oof their own. The undeserving are 


those who in the time of the first Queen 
Elizabeth were known as ‘sturdy beggars’ — 
today’s professional poor. 

‘Is it possible to rid local government of 
the dead weight of national politics? Not, it 
would seem, until the people of Britain elect 
a nationalist and patriotic government 
dedicated solely to the interests of British 
people. Until this happens, we shall have to 
tolerate the many unnecessary costs and 
unpopular acts done in our name by local 
government officials whom we are powerless 
to call to account — as they very well know. 


LOCAL VOTERS’ ROLL 


Let us consider just one clear advantage 
which could flow from the removal of 
national policies from local government: we 
could have a local voters’ roll quite separate 
from the parliamentary electoral roll. Only 
those who pay local taxes would appear on 
this roll. Ideally, a local government elector 
would have to show not only that he paid 
local taxes but that he was sufficiently 
educated to understand the issues at stake. 

But this would be both ‘discriminatory’ 
and ‘élitist’, the liberal would cry in horror. 
It would indeed be both of those things; and 
precisely in this fact lies the value of the 
change. If a man pays no local taxes, 
whether or not it is his fault, he cannot in 
logic or equity complain when he is not 
consulted as to how local rates are spent. 

A system under which everyone living in 
the local authority area has a vote ensures 
that that area will become a happy hunting 
ground for the crank, the vested interest and 
the professional scrounger. The majority has 
no deciding voice. Pressure groups such as 
‘gays’, lesbians, ethnic minorities’ and 
single parents — the list is long — are both 
well organised and vocal. They ensure that 
local government services catering to their 
special needs (as they see them) are amply 
funded and staffed. Every penny spent on 
such minority groups is that much less 
available for the benefit of the ordinary local 
taxpayer. 

This is not to say that there are absolutely 
no minority groups deserving of support. 
There may well be. But if there are, let their 


representatives make a case on their behalf 
and convince those who will have to put 
their hands into their pockets to pay for that 
support. 

At present, it is only necessary for 
pressure groups to threaten councillors, 
elected on a basis of universal suffrage, that 
they will make throuble if their demands are 
not met. Which councillor so elected can 
with equanimity face being branded as 
‘uncaring’, ‘insensitive’, ‘racist’, ‘élitist’ or 
whatever other abusive terms are currently 
fashionable in liberal circles? 

This situation would change if councillors 
were elected only by those who pay local 
taxes. For one thing, there would immed- 
iately be an improvement in the quality of 
candidates. Local taxpayers, aware that they 
would have to foot the bill, would shy away 
from the costly experiments in social 
engineering and those designed to support 
the least useful elements of society so 
beloved of the liberal and man of goodwill. 
Candidates supporting such policies would 
get few votes. 


JUSTIFYING. EXPENDITURE 

It would then become necessary for 
councillors to be able to say precisely what 
was the cost of any measure they may 
advocate, and then to justify that cost. He 
who paid the piper would call the tune, and 
rightly so. The result could only be cheaper 
and more efficient local services. 

If national government is determined, as 
it clearly is, to give financial support to 
‘gays’, single parents, New Age Travellers 
and other social aberrations dear to the heart 
of the liberal and social engineer, it can 
continue to do so simply by making grants 
to local government to cover the full costs. 
The knowledge that national government was 
doing this would do much to strengthen the 
hands of the few who at present urge that 
the voie in national affairs be restricted to 
those who pay pay national taxes. But that is 
another story. 

When this was a Christian country we 
used to read (in Genesis 3:19) God’s judge- 
ment on man: ‘‘In the sweat of thy face shalt 
thou eat bread.’’ Now that we are a secular 
society, and now that the social gospel has 
replaced that of Christ, we see that tens of 
thousands never sweat because they never 
work, although they eat bread provided by 
the taxpayer from the sweat of his brow. . 
The money to pay for this is extorted from 
the taxpayer by a despotic government and 
squandered on those who decline to work 

Contd. on page 18 
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BRITONS ‘ETHNICALLY 
CLEANSED’ FROM BRITISH SOIL 


Instead of pontificating about our duty to the people of 
Bosnia, the Government should be looking closer to home. 
WILSON McCAUSLAND reports 


This article is reproduced with 
acknowledgements to Right Now, available 
from PO Box 3561, London E1 5LU. 


WHILST our TV screens and newspapers 
are filled with lurid accounts of ‘ethnic 
cleansing’ of communities in Bosnia, the 
same practice is occurring amid a 
deafening media silence much closer to 
home. 

On British soil, to British people. To the 
beleaguered British farmers in areas border- 
ing on the Irish Republic. Driven from the 
lands they have farmed for generations by 
IRA intimidation, arson and murder, to be 
replaced by Irish Republicans. 

Speaking to Ulster Television recently, the 
Rev. William Bingham, Minister of 
Pomeroy Presbyterian Church, Co. Tyrone, 
explained how Britons are driven from 
British soil, from their own farms:- 


‘The pattern seems to be that the IRA 
target a Protestant, either a former member 
of the UDR’’ (the Ulster Defence 
Regiment of the British Army) "or a 
landowner. They then would make a series 
of intimidatory ’phone calls late at night, 
or maybe some would pass by in a car and 
shout abuse at the children playing. Then 
that leads to the putting out of false 
information that the person involved is in 
the UVF” (the Ulster Volunteer Force, a 
banned loyalist paramilitary group). ‘‘The 
same pattern we see all over; and then, 
when they get some people to believe that, 
they go, do their attack, try to justify it by 
putting that label on it; but it’s all lies — 
we know that.” 


The extent of the pattern, of the system- 
atic intimidation and, failing that, burning 
out and murder, aimed at driving Britons 
from their homes and farms, was spelled out 
recently by the Rt. Rev. Dr. Samuel Poyntz, 
Church of Ireland (Anglican) Bishop of 
Cloghers:- 


INTIMIDATION 


‘We do know there has been intimidation 
right round the Border area. We can go to 
parishes, and it’s not just security people 
who have had to leave; it’s ordinary 
people in ordinary households. I can think 
of one parish in particular where 13 
families have left. Five of them were in 
the security forces but eight of them were 
not. Four of those eight familes were 
actually burned out. That’s just one parish 
alone. There have been these incidents, not 
only in Fermanagh but in Tyrone and 
Armagh. We've even had instances up in 
Belfast. There have been massive shifts of 
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NORTHERN IRELAND `. 
British loyalists are being systematically driven from this British land while govern- 
ments do nothing to protect them 


population. The difference between here 
(Ulster) and Bosnia at present is just a 
matter of scale.”’ 

The Bishop’s ecclesiastical superior, Dr. 
Eames, Anglican Bishop of Armagh, has 
himself denounced the systematic driving of 
Britons from the border areas. A practice 
first identified publicly as ‘ethnic cleansing’ 
not by some hard-line firebrand but by Mrs. 
Anne Gormley, of the studiously “moderate 
and non-sectarian’ Alliance Party, writing in 
the Tyrone Constitution. 

The depths to which the IRA and its 
supporters will sink in this practice emerged 
from the reent case of David Martin of 
Pomeroy, Co. Tyrone. Mr. Martin had bid 
for some local land to add to his farm. The 
rival bidders were local republicans. He was 
threatened repeatedly to induce him to 
withdraw his land bid, as were his wife and 
three small children. His uncle’s farmhouse 
was riddled with machine-gun fire. But he 
persisted and was successful in the bid. So 
the IRA shot him dead, although he had left 
the UDR years before and had no security 
force or paramilitary connection. Then, as 
the local Catholic priest, Father Dennis Faul 
of Fermoy, revealed, his widow, orphans 


and other bereaved family were subjected to 
a further campaign of threatening "phone 
calls telling them to ‘‘get out,’’ whilst cars 
drove past their homes, the occupants 
shouting abuse and further threats. 

This is typical. Even children have been 
threatened and, as Bishop Poyntz observed, 
pelted with stones by republicans on their 
way home from school. Meanwhile, of 227 
terrorist murders in the parliamentary 
constituency of Fermanagh & South Tyrone 
since 1971, 193 have been of local people 
killed by the IRA and its IPLO offshoot. 


THE EFFECT 


The effect of this campaign has been 
profound. In Newry town, the pro-British 
community has been halved since the 
troubles started in 1968. In Keady, Co. 
Armagh, 80 per cent of the pro-British 
population have fled. In Armagh City, 15 
per cent. Two thirds of the citizens of Moy, 
Co. Tyrone, once belonged to the comm- 
unity which proudly avows its British 
identity. Today under half do. Fifty British 
farmers a year are selling up and leaving the 
British county of Fermanagh. Over a 
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thousand farmers have done so over the last 
two decades. The land they leave is usually 
bought up by Irish nationalists: Just as in 
Bosnia, the ethnic complexion and national 
identity of the area is being forcibly 
changed. 


This is nothing new in the evil history of 


Irish Republicanism. In 1921, the newly 
founded Irish Free State included a 10 per 
cent pro-British Unionist minority, both 
Protestant and Catholic. Today it is under 2 
per cent. Through social pressure, discrim- 
ination in job opportunities, official denial of 
the right to express their political (and in the 
case of Protestants religious) identity by an 
increasingly sectarian Dublin régime, 80 per 
cent of Unionists in the South were driven 
out of the country. 

Meanwhile, for all their well-publicised 


whines about ‘sectarianism’, ‘discrimin- 
ation’, etc., over the same period the Irish 
nationalist minority in Northern Ireland 
increased from 30 per cent to 43 per cent of 
the population. It seems set to increase 
further, as Unionists are ethnically cleansed 
not just from the Border but from the 
province to the British mainland. 

For no-one in government seems prepared 
to do anything about it. Whilst British troops 
are sent to die to stop ethnic cleansing in 
Bosnia, in a faraway land whose people have 
nothing to do with our own, when it is 
Britons being ethnically cleansed from 
Britain what is done? 


LAST WORD 


Let the Rev. Bingham of Pomeroy, in the 
British County of Tyrone, have the last 


word. As he buried David Martin, his 
parishioner and, then, the latest victim of 
IRA ethnic cleansing of our people from our 
land, the rural Presbyterian ` Minister 
addressed from the funeral pulpit this 


impassioned plea to John Major, who one 
hopes heard it with shame:- 


‘‘Prime Minister, is it any wonder we feel 
isolated in East Tyrone when you’re not 
even willing to hear us? You tell us yqu’re 
‘too busy’. Our isolation is increased still 
further when we hear of Her Majesty the 
Queen sending a telegram to one family in 
London but sadly not to too many other 
families here in Northern Ireland. We do 
feel here we are being treated as second 
class citizens. I urge you, Prime Minister, 
to rethink your priorities and your commit- 
ment to us. To take time to hear the 
cries of the people of Ulster...” 


GIVE US A JOB! 


Arguing on behalf of Britain’s railways, COLIN BURGES 
says it is time government decided whether it wants a rail 
system for the future or not 


THE LATE ROBERT ADLEY, as Chair- 
man of the Transport Select Committee, 
found two chief flaws in the Govern- 
‘ment’s Railway Privatisation Bill. One 
was that the method referred to as 
‘ffranchisation’ had no precedent; the 
other was that no function or goal had 
been set for the railways except in the 
vaguest terms, such as a desire to see 
more freight transferred from the roads. 
This is a most serious omission from a bill 
which aims completely to reform the 
British railway system. 

To be fair, this is nothing new, because 
previous governments, of whichever stripe, 
have equally failed to determine a worth- 
while purpose for the railways. At least 
since the time Dick Beeching thought he had 
found the magic point at which a contracted 
railway system would hold its own, people 


have been debating the railways’ correct role . 


and governments have been refusing to 
answer the calls for a coherent and balanced 
transport policy. 

The problem is that road transport exerts 
a peculiar stranglehold on planning and 
decision-making which is out of all 
proportion to that system’s worth. It is more 
than just the primary system, as once the 
railway was. Its position has become so 
entrenched that, although all the indicators 
point to impending disaster, it can, like a 
Maxwell, continue to ward off all criticism. 
King Coal has become King Car, as it were. 

The prevailing wisdom is that our 
railways are no longer indispensable. There 
is no urgency in keeping lines open and 
traffic moving. The system of transport 
which used to soldier on when all else had 
ground to a halt is now the first to succumb. 


Normal railway operation is itself dependent 
on road transport, and, when equipment 
which has been designed only for average 
conditions fails, out come the buses and 
coaches to the rescue. As proven when there 
have been strikes, it is possible, albeit still 
difficult, to do without the railways. 


NO LAME DUCK 


But this is far from being inevitable, and 
provides no reason to portray the railways as 
a lame duck, as having outlived their 
usefulness. It is a mistake to believe that the 
railways have been replaced by a superior 


transport system. There is a modern role for 


the railways far beyond popular belief. If the 
same resources devoted to road transport had 
been applied to railway development and 
expansion, we would have an industry 
whose impact would be as great today as 
when the first railway engines exceeded the 
speed of a galloping horse and hauled the 
weight of several canal barges. 

There is a widespread conception, firmly 
rooted in the last railway age, which judges 
the railways’ capability by the standards 
achieved when it last offered a complete 
transport service, but had not graduated 
from steam power. This is only reinforced 
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CONGESTION ON THE ROADS 
In the face of ever greater pressure on Britain’s motorway network, a wise government 
would be working for the resurgence of the railways, but so far all ‘the politicians have 
shown is dither 
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GIVE US A JOB! 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


by the army of people who profess an 
interest in railways but who, instead of 
rallying to the cause and fighting for a 
square deal in the present day, bury thems- 
elves in a time-capsule and re-enact a cosy 
part of some fabled golden era, with the 
very equipment which eventually contributed 
to the railways’ decline. 

Obvious choices are not always correct. A 
simpliste argument can decide that the road 
vehicle’s cheapness and flexibility make it 
unbeatable. But these characteristics also 
make it extremely wasteful and cause an 
insatiable land-grab. A great many consider 
that this continuing, almost unbridled, 
growth is creating insoluble problems for the 
future, and that any benefit it has brought 
has already been outweighed by ruin. Scarce 
fuel reserves and a growing environmental 
concern will eventually force fundamental 
changes. It is no use relying on scientists to 
come up with a magic battery to make 
electric cars practicable — because there is 
more to the problem than simply the means 
of propulsion. 

What are seen as the railway’s weak- 
nesses — its rigidity and the longevity of its 
assets — should more properly be hailed as 
strengths, which carry the challenge of 
looking ahead and planning carefully to 
match or stimulate demand. Railway routes 
should be seen as energy-efficient, unob- 
trusive corridors able to make use of elect- 
ricity from various sources. 


HOW SOUND IS ROAD SYSTEM? 


Given that most transport development in 
the last thirty-odd years has been based 
around the road network, it is no surprise 
that the railways have lost much of their 
work. But is it impossible to question the 
soundness of a structure reliant upon an 
undisciplined and extravagant system of 
transport, which many would argue is 
unsustainable, certainly incompatible with 
attempts to reduce pollution and energy 
consumption? If this direction has been 
mistaken, or ill-advised in the way of 
- balance, there must come a point where 
authority quits blindly providing for the 
established system and opts for a reversal, 
or at least a redefinition, of policy. 

Unfortunately, it is nearly impossible to 
make isolated changes by way of example. 
If in one place people live within walking 
distance of their work or of good public 
transport, and trade and industry is based at, 
or within easy distance of, rail facilities, it is 
no use if everywhere you go from there 
conforms to the modem pattern and is 
poorly served by alternative means of 
transport. The change has to be general and 
ongoing. 

The railway’s planning term, based on the 
useful life of its rolling stock, is about 
twenty-five years, and it is now within this 
period that we must face some uncomfort- 
able truths about our lifestyles, not only in 
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the field of transport. If the railways are 
merely to continue mopping up the leftovers, 
then it does not much matter if five-year 
franchises operate a disintegrated network 
with worn-out gear. But if the railways are 
to take on the much wider job they deserve, 
government cannot continue to give prefer- 
ence to road transport indefinitely. 


NEW ‘WONDER MEDICINE?’ 


Sadly though, just as in the late ’forties 
and again in the early ’sixties, government 
views the railways’ position as entirely the 
fault of incompetent management, and has 
decided it is time for another dose of the 
‘wonder’ medicine: not ‘nationalisation’ or 
‘reshaping’ this time, but ‘privatisation’ — 
an injection of capital, ideas and enterprise. 
Rather than face its responsibilties, govern- 
ment plans a reverse of socialism that is, no 
less dogmatic than socialism itself. 

It would indeed be nice to think that 
rational argument is all that is needed to 
effect change, but of course this is not true; 
loudness and repetition are vital to the 
lobbying process, a fact well understood by 
the various pressure groups and vested 
interests. The decline of the railways and the 
loss of their effective political freedom in 
1939 cannot be unrelated. Today, when 
trains are stopped by the ‘wrong kind of 
snow’, the railways bask in the luxury of 
complete independence, but when they want 
to spend their money or make the decisions 
of any normal trading company they are 
hamstrung because they are then wholly 
owned by government. l 

In particular, by whatever means, the 
railways are forbidden the representation 
they would need to question the unfair terms 
of competition they are forced to bear, or to 
press the Department of Transport to find, 
through unbiased criteria, the true costs 
associated with road and rail. And it cannot 
have been through lack of will or wisdom 
that, in the face of detrimental changes, a 
rail lobby was unable to show up the folly of 
dispersing communities; of low-density 
housing, built on the assumption of car- 
ownership; of pushing industry out onto 
green-field sites; and of out-of-town 
shopping ‘sheds’. In all these cases, either 
the road improvements were a prerequisite 
to the development or they were quickly 
found to be necessary afterwards (although 
somehow being treated as incidental). Yet 
the railways had no power to draw attention 


to this imbalance or to protest at being 
denuded of their traffic. 

In fact the railways are now afraid of 
themselves. A censorial gag means that 
employees who speak in support of the 
service they love risk losing their jobs. Road 
lobbyists can blatantly run a campaign to 
turn ‘rail into roads’, whilst proponents of 
rail are shouted down and branded cranks 
for meakly suggesting that there are cases 
where disused railways should be reinstated. 
As an example of a determined and practised 
lobby, just listen to the wail of protest from 
road freight spokesmen when urban trans- 
hipment centres are mentioned. They know 
there is no difference between this concept 
and a railway station (except that a station 
used to provide a whole range of services) 
and immediately foresee a threat. 


CLEAR ROLE NEEDED 


What the railways (and all public trans- 
port for that- matter) need is a clear and 
purposeful role, one which anticipates the 
great changes which are in store and allows 
them to plan accordingly. Government in 
Britain has no record of far-sighted transport 
planning, so it would be better if it granted 
the railways genuine political independence 
so as to allow them to confront the all- 
powerful road interests. The railways can 
never develop and expand as an industry 
unless transport — all transport — becomes 
an issue and is properly aired. Then the 
public can choose between squandering 
diminishing resources on a grossly 
damaging, anarchic system, and investing 
for the future in one which is essentially 
organised and sustainable. As part of this, 
the railways must grow strong and, as a 
voice at least, united, so that they can 
demonstrate their potential, argue for their 
place and purpose and win the changes that 
are needed outside to allow them to prosper. 

Instead, the current legislation intends to 
divide and weaken the railways, and 
ultimately to wreck them. The railways 
already suffer from over-regulation and 
over-management, yet government plans to 
split them into innumerable outfits which 
will end up, like the tobacco companies, 
squabbling amongst themselves for a share 
of a static demand. Government will do for 
rail what it did for bus services. Just watch, 
the last thing it will do is give the railways 
a job. 


FREEDOM FOR SOME, 


BUT NOT FOR OTHERS 


ANTHONY GUEST takes a look at how some of the so- 
called ‘democracies’ use legal intimidation to gag public 
discussion of the race issue 


ANYONE in Britain who opposes multi- 
racialism will surely be aware that in 
expressing that opposition they could, 
unless they are very careful in their choice 
of words, run the risk of falling foul of 
the law. 

The Public Order Act of 1986 contains a 
series of offences specifically aimed at such 
‘racist’ expression. The offences relating to 
incitement to racial hatred are set out in 
Sections 18-22. The two principal offences 
cover, respectively, incitement by the use of 
words or behayiour or the display of written 
material (Section 18), and incitement by the 
publication of written material (Section 19). 
A further offence covers the possession of 

‘racially inflammatory material’ with a view 
to its publication or distribution (Section 23). 
The Football (Offences) Act of 1991 also 
makes chanting of a ‘racist’ nature at a 
football match a specific criminal offence. — 

In addition, there. are a number of more 
general offences in English Law which may 
also be used to suppress opposition to multi- 
racialism. Section 4 of the Public Order Act 
of 1986 makes the use of threatening, 
abusive or insulting words or behaviour with 
intent to provoke a breach of the peace, or 
whereby a breach of the peace is likely to be 
occasioned, a criminal offence. Section 5 of 
the same Act makes it a criminal offence to 
use threatening, abusive or insulting words 
or behaviour or disorderly behaviour, or to 
display any writing, sign or other visible 
representation which is threatening, abusive 
or insulting within the hearing or sight of a 
person likely to be caused harassment, alarm 
or distress thereby. There is also legislation 
to prohibit the wearing of political uniforms 
in a public place, and the organising or 
training of people so that they can be used 
for the display of force in furtherance of a 
political object (Public Order Act of 1936, 
Sections 1 & 2). 

These offences have the potential to catch 
not only truly criminal acts — like threats to 
kill or incitement to violence — but also 
much that is genuine expression of political 
belief. Moreover, it is arguable that the 
existence of such offences has a much wider 
effect on political debate on the subject of 
race — tending to suppress all opposition to 
multi-racialism, however reasonably 
presented. This certainly 1 is the effect upon a 
great many people in this country, who for 
fear of the strong arm of the law probably 
fee] able to say less than they are in fact still 
permitted to say. Moral intimidation is no 
doubt one of the purposes of this legislation. 


THE SITUATION IN FRANCE... 


But do our continental neighbours have a 
more enlightened attitude to such matters? 
Sadly not, it seems. French law is, if 
anything, even more restrictive of freedom 
of speech on the subject of race than British 
law. The basis of the current law in France 
is a statute of the Ist July 1972 which 
prohibits incitement to discrimination, hatred 
or violence with regard to any person or 
group on ethnic, national, racial or religious 
grounds, and also makes ‘group libel’ (an 
offence unknown to British law) a crime. 
The statute also permits the Government to 
ban associations which are deemed to incite 
to discrimination, hatred or violence on the 
above grounds, or which disseminate ideas 
or theories tending to condone or encourage 
such acts. 

Further measures have been adopted 
recently. A statute of the 31st December 
1987 make ‘the vindication of crimes against 
humanity’ an offence. The same statute also 
gives the Government the power to ban the 
public display or sale to minors of materials 
provoking discrimination or racial hatred. A 
decree of the 18th March 1988 prohibits the 
public wearing or display of nazi (whatever 
that may mean) uniforms, badges or 
emblems. Most recently, a statute of the 
13th July 1990 makes it an offence to deny 
or even question the occurrence of the so- 
called ‘Holocaust’. The creation of this latter 
offence is particularly difficult to justify. 
How can it be right to criminalise a 
challenge to the orthodox account of an 
event in World War II which many people 
believe to be seriously inaccurate? On a 
broader level, surely to criminalise any 
challenge to existing interpretations of 
history is to violate all humane and 
enlightened traditions of free enquiry! 


en AND IN GERMANY 
Current German law is likewise highly 
restrictive of freedom of speech on the 


subject of race. The main pertinent provision 
of the Criminal Code is Article 130, which 


makes it an offence to attack the dignity of 


other people in a manner liable to disturb the 
peace (inter alia) by provoking hatred 
against groups in the population or abusing 
or ridiculing them. In addition, Articles 86 
and 86a of the Code prohibit the dissem- 
ination of propaganda and the use of 
emblems of ‘anti-constitutional’ organis- 
ations, and the Code also contains a criminal 
defamation provision (Article 185), which 


the German courts have used to protect 
racial groups from insult. Recent reforms 
have made it easier to bring prosecutions 
under this Article against those who deny the 
occurrence of the ‘Holocaust’. 

Various articles of the German Federal 
Constitution may also be relevant here. 
Article 9(2) authorises administrative action 
against associations whose activities aim to 
undermine the criminal law, the constit- 
utional order or ‘international understanding’ 
(whatever that may mean), and under Article. 
21(2) political parties may be declared 

‘unconstitutional’ by the Federal Constit- 
utional Court if their objectives are deemed 
sto include the obstruction or abolition of the 
democratic order. 

It might be thought that questions ‘would 
be raised as to the compatibility of the above 
provisions with Article 5 of the Federal 
Constitution, which purports to guarantee the 
right to freedom of expression. However, 
German lawyers seem to share the opinion 
that ‘racist’ speech is not protected by this 
provision. 


AMERICA 

Only in the United States is a more 
enlightened attitude taken. A recent Supreme 
Court decision shows the pre-eminent 
position accorded to freedom of speech in 
American law. In RAV v. St. Paul, Minne- 
sota the defendant, a white youth, had 
burned a cross in the front yard of a black 
family. He was charged under a law that 
prohibited the placing on property of any 
symbol ‘‘including, but not limited to, a 
burning cross or a nazi swastika’’ which 
‘‘arouses anger, alarm or resentment in 
others on the basis of race, colour, creed, 
religion or gender.” The Supreme Court 
held unanimously that this provision was 
unlawful as a breach of the First Amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which guarantees 
the right to freedom of expression. Five of 
the Supreme Court justices concluded that 
the law was unconstitutional because it 
prohibited speech solely on the basis of its 
content, i.e. because it was aimed at the 
expression of a particular opinion (like 
Sections 18-23 of the Public Order Act of 
1986 in this country), rather than being of 
general application (like Sections 4-5 of the 
same Public Order Act). The other four 
justices arrived at the same conclusion by a 
different route. They held that the law was 
over-broad since it made criminal a sub- 
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FREEDOM FOR SOME, 


BUT NOT FOR OTHERS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


stantial amount of expression which, 
**however offensive some people may feel it 
to be, does communicate the views of the 
speaker.” 

For better or for worse, Britain has at 
present -no written constitution and no 
equivalent of the First Amendment. But if 
the reasoning of the majority in the RAV v. 
St. Paul, Minnesota case were adopted by 


some future constitutional court in Britain it 
is clear that the first group of offences set 


out at the beginning of this article (the 


Public Order Act of 1986, Sections 18-23 
_and the offence from the Football (Offences) 
Act 1991) would be declared unconstit- 


utional. The second group of offences’ 


(Public Order Act 1986, Sections 4-5 and 
Public Order Act 1936, Sections 1-2) would, 


_ however, not be caught as they are not 


content-based. If the reasoning of the 
minority in RAV v. St. Paul, Minnesota were 
adopted, the result would perhaps not be so 
clear. Again, surely the first group of 


offences would be declared unconstitutional 
— these offences being broadly similar to 
the law which was struck down in RAV v. 
St. Paul, Minnesota. It is not so easy to 
apply the minority reasoning to the second 
group of offences as these offences, unlike - 
the law in question in RAV, are not content- 


‘based. However, I think at the very least 


one would have to say that any future 
constitutional court in this country ought to 
be very sensitive in applying these offences 
to .speech on the subject of race. The 
expression of political ought in no 
circumstances to be a criminal offence. 


SLOW DEATH OF AN 


ENGLISH TOWN 


PHILIP FRAMPTON looks at Gloucester, one of the lesser- 
known laboratories of multi-culturalism and political 


correctness 


TWO MOSQUES dominate the skyline. 
Terraced houses, once home to dockers 
and their families, now house large 
numbers of Moslems and West Indians. 
Small groups of English children play in 
Church of England playgrounds among 
their Indian and Pakistani classmates. 
Police officers skirt the more troubled 
areas of the city in order not to offend the 
gangs and drug-pushers. And in the High 
Street a white woman walks along past the 
usual array of department stores, her 
head and body cloaked in the costume of 
Islam. 
Is this Tower Hamlets? Are we in the 
West Riding of Yorkshire? Is it Saturday 
afternoon in Southall? No, this scene of 
multi-culturalism — of Anglotania in retreat 
— is an everyday snapshot of Gloucester, 
the Roman city, complete with Anglican 
cathedral, on the banks of the River Severn. 
` The traditional image one has of Glouces- 
tershire is of county ladies and gentlemen in 
tweeds; of kind Cotswold villages; and 
rolling hills which look towards Wales and 
the. Black Mountains. This is the land of 


Williams and Holst (composer of the music 
I Vow to Thee My Country) were born — a 
place where England’s romantic poets 
roamed. Yet the county town, now tatty and 
dreary, is as far from the ‘green and 
pleasant’ image as it is possible to go. What 
has gone wrong? 


SURRENDER BY TOWNSFOLK 


The answers are many and varied, and it 


is difficult to know where to begin. But what 
can be said with certainty is that the slow 
death of this city is primarily due to the 
attitude of its native. inhabitants. .The 
townsfolk have simply rolled over and 
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SYMBOL OF LOCAL IDENTITY 
Civil War history, a county where Vaughan- Gloucester’s famous cathedral. If things go as they are, a time will come when 
Christian places of worship in the city will be outnumbered by mosques. 


allowed the situation to develop. There is, 
for example, hardly a word of criticism 
uttered against the City Council (one of the 
city’s biggest employers) which runs all 
manner of politically correct ‘community 
projects’. Neither is any concerted public 


protest made against the drug-related crimin- 


ality so rife in certain districts, and few 
people even seem to notice the Islamification 
of their neighbourhoods. The symbolism of 
the great cathedral, of the Guildhall and of 
the city’s ancient past seems to count for 
nothing in the Gloucester imagination. 


Certainly her schoolchildren will be taught 
little of this and the culture it represents. 
After all, the Local Education Authority 
cannot be allowed to be ‘Anglocentric’, can 

it! S 


MIXED MARRIAGES 


Mixed marriages and single motherhood 
are also common, and needless to say the 
Benefit Office often has to foot the bill for 
the latter. Unemployment is high as many of 
the area’s defence and light engineering 
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LETTERS 


SIR: Never in the field of human conflict 
have so many (‘anti-nazis’) been made 
monkeys of by so few (less than 15 at 
maximum). This was outside Baker Street 
Tube Station on the 6th November, when we 
assembled to go to the BNP Annual Rally. 
For the record, you might like to learn what 
happened. 

I arrived at the assembly point just prior 
to the appointed time, 12 noon, as directed 
in Spearhead. Present there were hordes of 
ranting ‘ant-nazis’ (mostly white, sad to see) 
armed with a sea of upraised sticks bearing 
placards urging that ‘nazis’ be put down. A 
coloured person with a loudhailer was 
orchestrating a very accommodating mob. 
Police were everywhere! ` | 

Puzzling how to spot BNP people with 
this howling throng littering the scene, I 
walked through the mob to the rear of the 
station — to kill time and think out the next 
move. Here were parked several TV/radio 
vans with aerials at the ‘present? — ITN, 
BBC, etc. 

I approached the BBC driver in one such 
vehicle. ‘‘Something going on?” I asked. 
“BNP holding a meeting,” he replied. 

**Expecting trouble?’’ 

‘‘Not here, but there will be at their secret 


meeting place — especially if it’s at Welling. ` 


We’re waiting to find out where it is, and 
then to go.” 


Back to the front of the station, I was 


drawn to a group of about four who, like 
myself, looked somewhat lost. They were 


indeed BNP. After about an hour, our | 
numbers had swelled to seven or eight. The © 


‘Antis’ were thirsting for trouble. A tall 
gent, attempting to join our little group, was 
being assaulted by a squat belligerant who 
demanded that the gent ‘‘take that off!” — 
that being an enamelled badge of the Union 
Jack! The gent was not intimidated but it 
was a very sure police officer who easily 
quashed the would-be tough guy. 


Following this event, a senior police ` 


officer urged us (‘‘for your own safety”, 
etc.) to assemble instead across the other 
side of Marylebone Road. Police protection, 
he assured us, would be duly provided there. 
Eventually it was! And throughout I can 
only give full marks to the police. 

At moments the ‘music’ ceased and a sea 


of sticks was seen to rush away eastwards 
(Planetarium). I hastened to follow and was 
within the mob on the march back, none the 


wiser but suspecting that the police had 
- collared an ‘anti-nazi’ and this was the mob 


to the rescue. 

We were infiltrated by mobsters, photo- 
graphed interminably, audio and TV-taped, 
and we suffered oncoming hypothermia. But 


_ our spirits soared, albeit that our minds were 
; puzzled, that no-one came along to say: 
= “IPs cancelled.” The police now, after 


some two hours, said: ‘‘Go — you’re 
wasting your time, and it’s only you few 
that are causing us to stay.” | 
Meanwhile some forays inside the station, 
with the mob baying at the now closed 
gates. Eventually one of us telephoned the 
BNP Bookshop and was told: "you should 
have followed advice to travel with your 
local group(s).’’ All present agreed to 
interpret this in terms of ‘protection’ only. 


However, there were no complaints, only 


admiration at a perfect ploy whereby the 
organisers of the rally had wrong-footed the 
opposition. We were pleased, despite our 
disappointment at a meeting missed. ` 
| BEN BIGGS 
Church Crookham, Hants. 
EDITOR’S NOTE: An explanation of what 
actually did happen on the day is given in 
the rally report on page 19. 


SIR: I am writing to thank through the 
columns of Spearhead all those whose hard 
work in the face of considerable adversity 
ensured that the Annual Rally went ahead 
and was the success that it was. 

The excellent event was certainly ‘one in 
the eye’ for the establishment and its red 
bootboys, who had vowed to stop it, and the 
inspirational speeches and general atmos- 
phere of victory certainly made the long 
journey from Scotland worthwhile. 

ANDREW HARDIE 
Carluke, Lanarks. 


SIR: I was a little disquieted at some factual 
errors in the article by Matthew Armitage 
last month concerning the Liberals. 
Firstly, the ‘Gang of Four’ did not defect 
from the Labour Party in 1976 but in 1981. 
Secondly, the general election campaign in 
which David Steel and David Owen led the 
SDP/Liberal Alliance and appeared ubiquit- 
ously as the ‘Two Davids’ was the 1987 
campaign and not the 1983 one. In fact Roy 
Jenkins was the leader of the SDP in 1983. 
JOHN GRAHAM 
Corfe Mullen, Dorset 


SIR: Since the election of the British 


National Party councillor in Tower Hamlets 
there have been many calls for the BNP to 
be banned, and a number of people on TV. 
have even bestowed a spurious ‘respect- 
ability’ upon the idea. Even here in Northern 
Ireland such groups as the Ulster Unionist 
Party and the Marxist-inclined ‘Democratic 
Left’ have made similar calls. Foe 
I have not noticed any of these people 
calling for Sinn Fein to be subject to a ban 
— despite the fact that, unlike the BNP, it 
openly supports the use of violence and 
murder to gain its political ends. 
JAMES ANNETT Jnr. 
Comber, Co. Down, N. Ireland 


SIR: Reports in the press on almost the same 
day:- 

(1) Evening Standard (24.9.93): Mark 
Lee, white, aged 22, sentenced to ‘‘at least 
22 years” for throwing an Asian cab-driver 
into a dockyard basin. 

(2) Daily Telegraph (28.9.93): Darren 
Blagrove, black, aged 23, sentenced to four 
years (increased to 51⁄4 years on appeal) for 
killing a woman trying to block his escape 
from a burglary. 

I haven’t heard the Commission for 
‘Racial Equality’ protesting! 

M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


be 


Australasia, Far East: £23.700 


for banker's commission and charges. 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for 
_themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. 
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£15.700 Unsealed air mail Middle East, N & S America: £22.100 Unsealed air mail 
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BOOKS 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE. (TEL:081 316 4721) 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP. 


NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10 a.m. to 5.30 p.m. | 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D'ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 
BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. i 
BLOOD GROUPS AND RACE (Roger Pearson) 65p. 
Describes how races are identifiable by their blood 
patterns by means of classification techniques. 
2nd ed. 1966, 36pp. 
BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 
BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-cracy. 
1990, 19pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 
CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War I 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correll 
Barnett)x £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. ` 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 


warlike Germany and examines the methods used to ` 


promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Ri 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 


eighth the total value of the order. Money should 


be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in remitt- 
ances sent for other items. Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service is 
marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars: 


THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £12 hard- 
back. Mostly written by the BNP leader in prison, this 
is the book all nationalists have waited for. The most 
comprehensive presentation yet to appear of the case for 
British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 


& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 


essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
EUGENICS AND RACE (Roger Pearson) 65p. A 
selection of articles from Northern World magazine, 


showing that heredity is the basis for the study of both 


race and eugenics. 2nd ed. 1966, 42pp. i 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00.. 


The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 
FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed)x £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership oof the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 


A BOOK 
THEY'D 
LOVE TO 
SUPPRESS 
One of the 
greatest 
revisionist 
classics 
(See this 
page) 


A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
me look at modern world history. 1977, 
4Spp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart)x £10.00. This latest work by a well- 
known advocate of monetary reform deals also with 
secret politics, media censorship and the movement 
towards a ‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 
HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. i 
HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. > 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited itto advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

INNOCENT IN DACHAU (Joseph Halow) £13.00. A 
revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 
IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 
MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. e 

MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 


their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) .£6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. . 

OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 


PLOT AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA, THE (Klaus D. 


Vaque) £17.00. A successful first-generation South ` 


African businessman exposes the international forces 
bent on the destruction of his country, and shows that 
civil rights are not the real motivation. 1989, 244pp. 


. POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
` Objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) -50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 

companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 

showing how the truth about the race issue has been 

suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
 192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Cariton Putnam) £4.00. A 

plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 


been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 


SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 


. SELF-DETERMINATION? 


£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 
SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years o to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 
THE QUESTION 

ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99, The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 
SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the “holocaust” but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 
SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 
STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 
and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 
THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 6lpp. 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 
TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the 
honour of being barred from this country by the Wilson 
régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 
TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. Anillustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 

Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 
TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 


UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 


USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST ‘(Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN? 

Simpson) £6.00. A work of outstanding philosophical 
importance based on a lifetime’s study and thought. The 
author was a former Christian liberal who through 
experience turned right away from liberalism and 
embraced the teachings of Nietzsche. Even if the reader 
does not agree with all his religious opinions, the book 
is well worth reading for its account of the author’s 
political awakening. Enthusiastically reviewed in 
Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 


exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 20Spp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A Neu Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 79p post- 


Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 


Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 
BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post- 
Sree. 


The Enemy Within 

This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the 
BBC as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet 
comprises the text of an official complaint by the party 
to the Broadcasting Complaints Commission following 
the odious Public Eye programme shown in January 
1993. Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 49p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 


and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 


racialism on Law and Order, 


sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Defend Rights for Whites! New leaflet rallying white 
people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- ` 
racialism. The leaflet looks 
at the effect of multi- 


Housing, Health Care, 
Employment, Education and 
Social Welfare. It also deals 
with the treasonable role of 
the mass media in promoting 
multi-racial Britain. This 
leaflet is larger than the 
standard BNP product. Text 
and illustrations cover two ` 
sides of an A4 format, which 
is to be folded into three 
panels each side . £10.00 per 
1,000, with postage charges 
of £4,80 per 1,000. ; 


Rebuild Britain NOW! New 
leaflet produced to spear- 


Contd. overleaf 
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head the latest phase in the party’s recruiting campaign. 


Deals mostly with measures needed to revive the British 
economy and restore full e Zären but also mentions 
the effect on British jobs of the coloured invasion. 
Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet 

designed for recent BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and 
Spring 1993 recruitment campaign. Gives brief account 
of best-known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 


local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
. race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


‘These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally "93. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally. staged just outside London on November 6th 
1993. Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David 
Bruce, Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John 
Tyndall. Excellent quality of film! 

Rally "972. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally "91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 


and John Tyndall. 


Rally "99. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 

London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 

by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 

Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 

and John Tyndall. 

Rally "87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 

London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches, 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 

Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 

Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 98p p&p. 

Allied publications 

We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £12.00 per year; 
Overseas £15.00 per year; U.S.A $25.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. - 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Media coverage for BNP at flood level 


SINCE the victorious by-election in Tower 
Hamlets. the British National Party has 
scarcely been out of the news. In fact it 
seems at times as if the world’s media have 
been queuing on the party’s doorstep. Much 
of the publicity the BNP has received has in 
fact been due to the hysterical antics of its 
left-wing opponents. . 

Naturally, the media have employed every 
trick in their extensive armoury to ensure 
that, if the BNP must be publicised, it must 
be shown in the worst possible light, and if 
possible embarrassed. One rather comical 
effort in this direction was when party 
Chairman John Tyndall went to a studio in 
London for an interview for First Tuesday, 
a current affairs programme made by 
Central TV for showing in the Midlands. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 
10 copies £2.80 
25 copies £6.60 
50 copies £12.00 


93p post 
£3.15 post. 
£4.10 post 


150 copies £30.00 
200 copies £36.00 
200 copies £50.40: 
400 copies £66.00. 
500 copies £78.00 
‘Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 

and delay. 


£5.35 post 
£6.25 post 
£7.80 post 
£7.80 post 
by Roadline 


+. 
e 
E 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.65 post 
E 
EN 
-+ 
-j 
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After all preliminary arrangements had been 
made by a white lady TV functionary and 
Mr. Tyndall sat in the studio chair expecting 
this lady to conduct the interview, a door 
suddenly opened and the actual interviewer 
walked in. Yes, you’ve guessed it — he was 
black! No doubt the intention was to annoy 


the BNP leader and induce him to behave 


offensively towards his opposite number. 
This little scheme failed, and the two had an 
interesting and amicable discussion. How 
much will actually get shown we cannot say, 
but Midlands readers can tune in and see the 
programme in the evening of Tuesday, 
December 7th. 

As Dave Bruce said at the big rally last 


SLOW DEATH OF AN 


‘ENGLISH TOWN 
(Contd. from page 14) 


enterprises have sufiered in the recession. 
Gloucester social services have also the 
additional burden of looking after the ever- 
growing army of crusties and professionally 
unemployed — the drifters, scroungers and 
squatters who will never work in their lives. 
The degradation and decline seems to feed 
itself, and it is difficult to know where the 
madness will end. 

But end it must, for the ancestral culture 
of this country is on the verge of dying. We, 
the British, are being supplanted and 
dominated, and for the sake of our own 
national survival we have to stand up and 
fight. This means effort, bravery, awareness 
and rebellion on our part. It means tearing 
ourselves away from our little private 
worlds, abandoning for a moment our petty 
personal preoccupations, and dispensing with 
this mythical idea of ‘English restraint’. We 
have to become hard-headed and fixated on 
our own culture and interests for a change: 


month, anyone who has not now heard of 
the BNP must be living in a remote cave 
with a blocked entrance! 


Sponsor this man! 


BNP Barking & Dagenham Organiser Paul 
Witcher will shortly be undertaking a sponsored 
‘Bungy’ jump (quite a risky business) in order to 
raise funds for the party. So far, £200 has been 
sponsored, and we hope that readers will now 
contribute more. When the full amount has been 
raised, half the proceeds will go towards the 
funds of the Barking & Dagenham Group and 
half. towards the party’s Security Fund. All 
contributions should be sent to Barking & 
Dagenham BNP, PO Box 70, Dagenham, Essex 
RM8 2LZ. 


we have to be politically correct in reverse. 
All social classes, from the golf club to the 
job club, must pull themselves together and 
work to avoid the collapse that will surely 
come in this country if nothing is done. If 
all this happens, then perhaps we can do it 
— perhaps we can avoid the slow death of 
this and many other English towns. 


FREE LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
FROM NATIONAL POLITICS! 
(Contd. from page 9) : 


and support themselves. 

Such a system cannot be right; nor can it 
endure for much longer. Eventually the 
parasites must drain their host of all 
strength, and then both will perish. 

The liberal mindset of our time probably 
has too strong a grip on our rulers to be 
broken immediately. But an enormous blow 
for sanity could be struck simply by freeing 
local government from the huge burden 
imposed upon it by national political parties 
and their ideological hang-ups. 


SUPERB RALLY TRIUMPH! 


7993 event breaks all records as slick BNP operation foils 


red mobsters 


FOLLOWING the magnificent election victory by 
the British National Party in Tower Hamlets in 
September, there were serious fears of a con- 
certed attempt by the political authorities and red 
gangsters to prevent the staging of the party’s 
Annual Rally, scheduled this year for November 
6th. 

For this reason, the party formulated an 
elaborate plan for getting people to the rally by 
means other than assembly at the advertised 
rendezvous point at Baker Street, where it was 
expected that police, under the pretext of 


preventing a breach of the peace threatened by the © 


reds, would hinder and possibly prevent those 
assembling getting to the rally. The plan was for 
those attending to come in regional parties and 
assemble at various rendezvous points away from 
the Central London area, these points being 
known only to a very few officials. From there 
people would be taken in buses, vans and cars to 
the meeting location, which was in Shepperton, 
Middlesex. The plan worked perfectly, and 
almost all those seeking to attend made it to the 
rally. 

A pick-up party was in fact sent to the 
advertised rendezvous point at Baker Street and 
did manage to collect about 12 people. However, 
the situation there with police and reds was such 
that this party operated under extremely difficult 
conditions and was not able to locate all who 
arrived. At one point this party, courageously led 
by Dave King, was attacked by a ae red mob 
but got away without injury. 

The rally was a resounding success — in fact 
the best ever. Despite the difficult conditions, 500 
were present. This year the event had something 
of an international flavour, with American, 
French and German guests on the platform. 
David Bruce made the first speech, which 
naturally enough was focused mainly on the 
party’s Tower Hamlets election triumph. He was 
followed by Kirk Lyons, a lawyer formerly from 
Texas but now residing in North Carolina, who 
spoke about CAUSE Foundation, of which he is 
Executive Director. CAUSE is a body formed to 
help patriots in all countries who are being 
harassed by their governments by use of the legal 
process. 

Next came Claude Cornilleau, President of the 
Parti Nationaliste Français et Européene 
(PNFE), who spoke of the world situation from a 
French perspective. M. Cornilleau, who also 
spoke at the BNP rally in 1992, is a very popular 


GRAND XMAS DRAW 
A Grand Xmas Draw is being organised by 


Leeds Branch of the British National Party, . 


the profits of which will go to BNP Central 
Funds. The prizes are as follows: 1st prize 
£250; 2nd prize £100; 3rd prize £50; 4th 
prize £30; 5th prize £20; 6th & 7th prizes 


£10 each; 8th & 9th prizes £5 each. Tickets 
are 20p each, books of 5 tickets £1 each, 


BNP branches buying books of tickets for 
resale are offered 25 per cent of all tickets 


sold for their own funds. The draw will be. 


made on the 18th December. 


All orders for books of tickets should be 


sent to the Promotor, Mick Gibson, at PO 
Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13. 


FRENCH CONTRIBUTION 
Claude Cornilleau, President of the Parti Nationaliste Français et Européen (PNFE), 
addresses the large audience. M. Cornilleau is a most popular speaker in Britain. 


speaker over here and was given a rousing 
reception. He was followed by Gunther Deckert, 
Chairman of the Nationaldemokratische Partei 
Deutschlands (NPD), who gave a brief message 
of greetings from German patriots. 

Then came the final speech from BNP leader 
John Tyndall, who after speaking about the 
Tower Hamlets victory said that the party was 
now on the march and ended with the words: 
"The shall not stop us!’’ 

The meeting was ably chaired by John Morse 


-and the collection raised over £2,300. 


STEVEN BOOKS 


Now stocking the new genre of novels that 
are patriotic, exciting, instructional and with 
happy endings! 

A candidate for the Order: A family’s life in 
the multi-racial state. £4.50. 

The Hunter: A Vietnam veteran gets fed up 
with race-mixing — with fantastic conse- 
quences. £5.50. 

Serpents’ Walk: One possible future 
scenario for nationalist victory. £6.30. 

The Turner Diaries: Brave patriots liberate 
their country from a dark tyranny. £5.50. 
Full lists sent with all orders from: Steven 
Books, 10 Lincoln Way, Enfield, Middlesex 
EN1 1TE. 


The book Still Under Siege (ISBN No. 
187207605X), the story of. the Siege of 
Londonderry, can be obtained by writing to 
the Ulster Society, Brownlow House, 
Windsor Avenue, Avenue, Lurgan, Co. 
Armagh, Northern Ireland. To the glorious 
memory of King William the Third and 
Queen Mary the Second, joint Sovereigns of 
the United Kingdom from 1689 to 1694. 


PERFECT 
XMAS 
PRESENT! 


Now available! Rally °’93, video- 
recording of the BNP Annual Rally on 
November 6th. Superb quality film. 
£12.00 plus 98p p&p from BNP 
Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Order now! 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 

BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 

Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB8 3BA 

CROYDON & MERTON 

PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

Surrey SM5 4QW 

SOUTH EAST LONDON 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
BARKING & DAGENHAM ` 

PO Box 70, Dagenham, Essex RM8 2LZ 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 


WATFORD 
BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX 


MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
CAMBRIDGE 

PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 
Cambridge CB5 9JR 


BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WC1N 3XX 
ISLE OF WIGHT 

PO Box 7, Ventnor, I.0.W. POOS 1RA 


DEVON 
PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


WEST BROMWICH 
PO Box 3398, West Bromwich B70 OLA 


WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


Contact your 
local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 


organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 


list of the main units. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

PO Box 45, Wellingborough NN8 3HE 
LEICESTER 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
NOTTINGHAM 

PO. Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 
MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 

PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 
DERBY | 

PO Box 249, Derby DE21 9EG 
CHESTERFIELD 

PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 

Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


WARRINGTON 
c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


MANCHESTER SOUTH 
PO Box 18, Manchester M21 9PZ 


The BNP also has units in Hounslow & 
Staines, Redbridge, Newham, Southend-on- 
Sea, Isle of Sheppey, Woking, Reading, 
Gloucestershire, Bristol & Bath, Bourne- 
mouth, Stevenage, Enfield & South Herts., 
Bedford, Stourbridge, Coventry, Grantham, 
Ilkeston, North Wales, Bolton & Bury, 


Ashton-under-Lyme, Batley, Hull, York, ` 


Skipton, Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling & 
Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, Greenock, Lanark- 
shire, Ayr, Cumnock (Ayrshire), Inverness 
and Belfast. If you want to make contact with 
any of these units, or start a new unit, please 
write to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


ROCHDALE 

PO Box 118, Rochdale, 

Lancs. OL16 1AH 

OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKBURN 

PO Box 149, Blackburn, 

Lancs. BB2 2UQ 


BURNLEY ` 

PO Box 169, Burnley, Lancs. b.°10 3AP 
NELSON SA COLNE 

Flat 2, 18 Walton Street, Colne, 
Lancs. BB8 OEN 

TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 

LEEDS 

PQ Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 
HUDDERSFIELD 3 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 OYU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
CUMBRIA 

PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
MIDLOTHIAN 

PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


TAYSIDE 

PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
NORTHERN IRELAND 


PO Box 20, Portadown, 
Co. Armagh BT62 3PX 


| | ERROR - those groups most violently opposed to us.” 
fourth paragraph from the end of the article In fact the word ‘ever’ was a misprint, the 
it was stated that ‘‘... our party” (the BNP) correct word being ‘never’. We apologise to 
“has ever advocated the suppression even of readers for this error. 


In John Tyndall’s article ‘When the stone 
is moved...’, printed last month, a typo- 
graphical error occurred which could have 
led to misunderstanding. At the foot of the 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 


Name. ccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccsscccccccessnnsccssssscensccs 
P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING ACESS... cccccccccccccccccccccccsccccccncccccnsncnnanccccccccuees 


KENT DA16 3DW 3 
(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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